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To the Editor: 

Cynthia A. Brand imarte * s review of the Dallas exhibit on 
the assassination of President John F. Kennedy reveals the 
necessity for subject matter knowledge of this complex crime. 

I would disagree that the purpose of history or of this 
exhibit is to heal. What is to be healed? Is it the outrage 
over the fact the Warren Commission wrote the conclusion and 
outline of its Report before it began its " invest igation"? I 
would encourage her to see that the end of history is to 
define the world in its meaning wherever that path might lead 
and at whatever cost it might entail to person and society as 
the only enpr inc ipl ing ground to civic action. 

When describing the assassination scene she omitted 
James T. Tague, wounded at a time and place that refutes the 
official findings that a single person fired all shots. The 
"glass bubble" was a plexiglass weather shield, no protection 
from a bullet. "A group of conservative businessmen" did not 
take out the ad, but instead paid the costs for extremists 
who prepared and "took it out." James Altgens was not a 
"witness standing", but a roving AP photographer who snapped 
one of the key still pictures. She says "fatal shots" but 
there was only one fatal shot. 

The reference to "Mary Woorman," is a typographical 
error for Mary Moorman whose Polaroid picture caught the 
grassy knoll during the murder. It was imperative for the 
reviewer to have noted which of the three basic forms of the 
photograph the museum chose to display. The evidence in each 
conflicts with the others. It is an error of fact to say the 
photograph was taken "as the bullet struck President 
Kennedy’s head." 

To relate that the exhibit says small extremist groups 
were active suggests exotic fringe activists and should have 
been accompanied with criticism of the obscurant nature of 
the phrase and the disservice done to the local scene. Just 
prior to November 22 a Minutemen para-military group secretly 
vowed to kill JFK when he arrived. A tape recording exists 
of an anti-Castro Cuban public meeting where threats were 
made. Two threats on his life came from the National States 
Rights Party. No known evidence connects these threats with 
JFK’s murder, but federal authorities did not investigate 
them. Other threats are known. An exhibit even mildly 
interested in a valid picture ought to have provided the 
public with panels on this facet of the milieu and not have 
mirrored official views. 

The photograph and the caption contain errors. The 
exhibit does not faithfully reproduce the alleged perch of 
the assassin. The evidence does not exist to do this. As 
they testified before the Warren Commission Dallas officials 



upon entering the floor to search immediately moved boxes and 
raised and lowered the window before pictures were taken. 

Even the official photographs clash in major ways. The 
artificial scenario decided upon by the Commission physically 
refutes its eyewitness testimony. It deemed both legitimate. 

A reviewer ought not gloss over the central question of the 
integrity of the objects displayed. 

The photograph should have been labeled "Lee Harvey 
Oswald's alleged perch," as employed in the text. The 
central issue in the controversy is Oswald's relationship to 
the murder. Serious scholarship finds no credible evidence 
connecting Oswald to the sixth floor or to the murder--that 
is, scrutiny breaks down as untenable the fingerprints, 
eyewitnesses, carrying the rifle to work, and so forth in the 
kit bag of the federal solution. At the same time credible 
evidence in the official records removes Oswald from the 
sixth floor . 

When she says, "official investigations determined" 
Oswald fired all the shots from there she is wrong. They 
theorized, or concluded, but they did not and could not 
"determine" what was false. For example, the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation and the Secret Service both disagree with 
the Commission's conclusions that the first shot struck both 
JFK and Governor John Connally, a sine qua non for holding 
Oswald was the sole assassin. 

For the Dallas Foundation to erect a museum on the sixth 
floor is an assertion that consciously devised myth is 
reality; it is not history. 

She means by the House Select Commission the House 
Select Committee . By her grouping the investigative bodies 
into one sentence their quite different natures are obscured. 
Over twenty-five federal investigations were conducted, plus 
ones in Dallas, Texas, and New Orleans. Over one hundred 
Freedom of Information Act lawsuits have been brought, many 
of them hotly contested. A six minute film and a few boards 
cannot even list the names let alone pretend to give results. 

The reviewer as well as the museum have fallen into the 
conventional view pushed by commerc ial i zers and "writer- 
experts" loose in the media and publishing pastures who see 
two positions, the official and the theories. A third is 
ignored. Throughout the many years of controversies 
responsible critics have diligently sought the evidence and 
its right definition in a struggle against the propaganda of 
both the wretched theorists and the official conclusion, 
which is itself merely a theory. They see the exhibit not as 
"intelligent," but as most irresponsible, the work of 
ignorant mythologists who have blindly affirmed the official 
doctrines and peddle them daily to tourists as "history." 

Even the title, "Memory of the Nation", is tinseled 
propaganda . 
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